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it seems evident that the liability of an accessory to the act
should be determined according to the same law.
3. Acting in Several States
Two groups of situations ought to be distinguished.40
(a) Separate torts in several countries. The conduct of the
actor may be carried on in more states than one as in the
following illustrations:
(i) Defendant has inserted a libelous statement about the
plaintiff in twenty newspapers, each of which is published
in a different state 5
(ii) Defendant, by carrying on propaganda in several
states, has induced a group of employers throughout these
states to lock out their employees;
(iii) Defendant has committed continued assault upon
the plaintiff while he and the plaintiff were crossing a state
line on a train.
A common characteristic of these cases is the plurality of
acts each of which creates a tort. By mere logic, every partial
activity is subject to its own localization. The results, how-
ever, under any ordinary method of localization, are incon-
venient. Thus, under the place of injury theory, where a
libelous article was inserted in a newspaper published in
Hamburg, then a territory of Roman law, and circulated in
various other places, the Hanseatic Appeal Court applied
to each defamation its own local law,41 the damages being
assessed separately for each territory. The decision would be
the same under the prevailing approach in this country. Ob-
jections to such unsound complications are obvious.42
40 2 ZlTELHANN 486.
41OLG. Hamburg (June n, 1897) Hans. GZ. 1898, Beibl. No. 146, cf.
LEWALD 263.
42 They are the same as In the case of a broadcast heard in several states, on
which see infra 4 sub (d), pp. 320 ff.